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MEMORANDUM

Fil-e o.dDJerry OIds [FUtah Lake Pfoposed Distribution plan
Novernber 18, 1991-

on Thursday, Novenber L4, l-991-, the state Engineer held a pubric
meeting to ans$ter questions concerning the revised distribution
p)-an for the Utah Lake Drainage Basin. The revised plan was mailed
out on october L5, l-991. The meeting was held in the Department of
Natural- Resources Auditorium at 2:OO p.m. There were approximately
sixty water users j-n attendance and attached is an attendance list.
Bob Morgan opened the meeting by coveri-ng the major events andactivities during the last six months concerning this matter. fnaddition, he indicated the purpose for this meeting was to answer
any questions that the water users rnight have and identify any
issues that need additional consideration. Foll-owing that, f gave
a brief overview of the major changes to the revised distribution
pJ-an and arso discussed tfe primaiy systern and priority =i"r"g;concept. The meeting was then opened up for questions and answeri.

Mr. Joe Novak asked the first guesti-ons, of which there wereseverar. Foll-owJ-ng is a brief summary of Mr. Novakrs questions:

1) It is his opinion that North Jordan frrigation company is
supplied from accretionary flows to the Jordan River. fn the
distribution plan we indicate that North Jordan Irrigation
company does have a carl on utah Lake water and Mr. Novak
objects to this.

2) The acreage of the North Jordan Irrigation conpany combined
with the water that they sord to Kennecott, in Mr. Novak's
opinion, is higher than provided for under the Morse or Booth
Decrees.

3) ft is Mr. Novakrs opinion that under the water right of Salt
Lake city, there should also be included a ten percent carrier
water in the agreement between SaIt Lake city and the Central
utah water conservancy District. rt nas agreed that arl
carrier water wourd remain with the portion of the right
retained by salt Lake city. Thus, it is his opinion that
their water right should be the 11,ooo, prus 3600 acre-feet.
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4) It is Mr. Novakts opinion that we should reduce the demand onUtah Lake for the 25,Ooo acre-feet sold to the Central UtahDistrict and also the 57,o73 acre-feet acquired by th;District from Kennecott.

5) He objects to the policy set forth with regards to exchangeapplications and sited the exchanges of the provo niverProject under Certificate Number 77i5 and Application tL425.
The next question was asked by Mr. Keith Hansen and was concerningwhere the 5,ooo acre-feet of reguration storage proposed foiJordanelle Reservoir and where does it come from. rn aiscussionsconcerning this matter, Howard Pearson with the ConservancyDistrict indicated that they had worked closely with Mr. stui1Roberts this past sunmer and could see the need fbr such storage.Arso, David Frandsen, with the Bureau of Reclamation, said if wedid not specify a specific amount of storagre, the Bureau couldsupport the concept without having to look at repaymentobligations. Stan Roberts, the cornnitsioner on the provo niverarso addressed this issue indicating why, in his opinion, he needsthis regulation storage.

David Frandsen' representing the Bureau of Recl-amation, expressedconcern about the North Jordan Rights, simirar to those of Mr.
Novak.

Brad Gardner, River Commissioner for the Utah Lake Jordan River,asked a question on how we arrived at the l-25,ooo acre-feet figurefor the prirnary storage in Utah Lake.

Nick Sefakis' General Manager of the Metropolitan Water District ofSaIt Lake City, asked a question concerning the proposed Utah Lakeauthority ana'what the potential inpactJ of it hay be on thedistribution plan-

All of the questions were responded to, and in my opinion, w€adequately addressed those that were within our responsinility andauthority. rn reviewing the questions, r believe Lnat it pointedout several issues that we perhaps need to do some adAitionalevaluation on. These are: L) Reducing the demand on Utah Lake by82,0oo acre-feet to represent that water which has been purchasedby the Central Utah District. rn doing so, the total ll-lowable
system storage should be reduced proportionally; and 2) we need tofurther review the North Jordan rrrigation cornpany issue.
rn closing the meeting, Bob discussed the issue of where do we gofrom here? He indicated that we could move ahead gradually i.,implementing various phases of the proposed plan and try to havL itin place by November r, L992. From the reaction of the group, it\r/as unclear whether they r^/ere in total_ support of the proposeadistribution pran, understood it fully, oi had any sigiriricantproblems with it. As a result of this uneertainty, -nob indicated



that he would allow comments to be submitted concerning the revised
plan, up until January 15, L992. Then based upon the comments
submitted, the State Engineer would make a decision as to any
possible future actions. Bob stated that he would hold another
public meeting after he has had an opportunity to review and
evaluate the comments.

JDO/ss

Attachment
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